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Abstract
Objectives: Habits may enhance the maintenance of physi-
cal activity. The aim of this study is to examine if reinforc-
ing implementation intentions increases habit strength and 
thus physical activity.
Design: Participants (N = 186) were randomized into one 
of three intervention conditions (imagery vs. implementa-
tion intentions vs. combined; implementation intentions 
and imagery) and a control condition.
Methods: Participants were instructed to engage in a physi-
cal activity that they would like to start doing, or do more 
of, over a four- week period. Participants completed meas-
ures of physical activity, habit strength, and imagery use 
(imagery and combined conditions only) pre- intervention, 
weekly during the intervention, post- intervention, and a 12- 
week follow- up.
Results: Habit strength increased at week three ( p < .001) 
for those in the combined condition, which was main-
tained through post- intervention and increased at follow- up 
(Ps > .05). In the imagery condition, habit strength increased 
at post- intervention (p = .003) and was maintained at follow-
 up. Physical activity increased for the combined condition 
from week two (p < .001) of the intervention, continuing to 
increase at weeks three (p = .003) and four ( p < .001).
Conclusions: Imagery may be an effective intervention to 
support habit formation. Reinforcing implementation inten-
tions with mental imagery may support habit formation for 
physical activity behaviour.
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INTRODUCTION

Moderate to vigorous intensity physical activity performed for 150 min or more per week reduces the 
risk of at least 25 chronic medical conditions by 20%–30%, including obesity, diabetes, some cancers, 
and cardiovascular disease (Rhodes, 2017; Watts et al., 2023). However, many adults (36% in the UK) 
do not meet these recommended levels of physical activity (NHS Digital, 2023). Becoming more active 
is one of the most frequently adopted health goals; however, most people who intend to be active often 
face difficulties in changing their behaviour (Rhodes & De Bruijn, 2013). Indeed, 68% of those who 
intend to start being active and 29% of those who intend to maintain physical activity levels fail to do 
so (Rhodes & Dickau, 2012). One mechanism for enhancing sustained physical activity is through the 
formation of habits (Rebar et al., 2016).

Habit is the process through which behaviour is influenced by well- learned cue–behaviour asso-
ciations. Over time, as the behaviour is repeated in the same context, people learn to associate cer-
tain cues (e.g., location, existing routine events, or time of day) with the initiation of the behaviour 
(Gardner, 2014). Subsequently, the context becomes sufficient to activate the association between the 
behaviour and the context, in turn triggering an automatic impulse to perform the habitual behaviour 
(Gardner, 2014). Gardner and Lally (2018) outline four stages of habit formation. First, a decision is 
made whether to perform a new behaviour; second, the intention is translated into behaviour by using 
self- regulation strategies and volitional control (e.g., implementation intentions). Third, behaviour needs 
to be repeated, which continues to require self- regulation and motivation. Fourth, the behaviour is now 
repeated in a consistent context, resulting in the formation of cue–behaviour links and the formation 
of habit associations. Moreover, Phillips and Gardner (2016) also distinguish between habitual insti-
gation, habitually deciding to perform a behaviour, and habitual execution, habitually performing the 
behaviour. Behaviours can be instigated habitually, performed habitually, or a combination of both 
processes. Recent research indicates those with stronger physical activity habits engage in more physical 
activity (r = .32–.43; Gardner et al., 2011; Rebar et al., 2016; Rhodes, Cox, & Sayar, 2021) with some 
research indicating that instigation habit is a stronger predictor of physical activity than execution habit 
(Kaushal et al., 2017, 2018; Phillips & Gardner, 2016).

Despite this, few intervention studies target the formation of physical activity habits. A review of ten 
physical activity habit formation studies indicated that while there was significant heterogeneity, overall 

Statement of Contribution

What Is Already Known on this Subject?

• Action planning and implementation intentions are associated with physical activity habits.
• Mental imagery can increase physical activity behaviour
• Reinforcing implementation intentions with imagery may be beneficial for forming physical 

activity habits.

What Does this Study Add?

• Reinforcing implementation intentions with imagery increased physical activity habit 
strength 3 weeks into the intervention, which was maintained through to follow- up.

• Implementation intentions and imagery lead to increases in physical activity behaviour.
• Study findings indicate that reinforcing specific plans via implementation intentions with 

mental imagery may decrease the time it takes to strengthen physical activity habits, making 
physical activity more automatic and supporting maintenance of behaviour.
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interventions have a significant impact on physical activity habits (Ma et al., 2023). One intervention 
approach is implementation intentions, which are ‘if- then’ plans that specify when, where, and how one 
will obtain their goal (Gollwitzer, 1999) and instigate similar automatic responses as habits (Webb & 
Sheeran, 2004; Wieber et al., 2015). Specifically, the formation of the ‘if- then’ plan in implementation 
intentions creates an association between the situation and the planned response that echoes the situa-
tion–response associations that are essential for habitual behaviour (Webb & Sheeran, 2004). Evidence 
suggests that general action planning and implementation intentions are associated with physical activity 
habit strength (Fleig et al., 2013; Maltagliati et al., 2022; Schwarzer et al., 2018; van Bree et al., 2016) and 
may work to increase physical activity behaviour through effects on habit (Rhodes, Cox, & Sayar, 2021). 
Despite this evidence, research has yet to assess the effectiveness of implementation intentions on the 
formation of physical activity habits.

Implementation intentions are effective for increasing physical activity with small effect sizes between 
d = .14 (Sheeran et al., 2024) and d = .31 (Bélanger- Gravel et al., 2013; Fennis et al., 2011; Gollwitzer & 
Sheeran, 2006) which are sustained after no- contact follow- up periods (Bélanger- Gravel et al., 2013). 
However, there is substantial heterogeneity in effect size (Hagger & Luszczynska, 2014) and when the 
intention to perform a behaviour is low, implementation intentions have a weak effect on behaviour 
(Prestwich et al., 2003; Sheeran et al., 2005). The accessibility of performing the behaviour in an im-
plementation intention decreases over time (Tobias, 2009). Prestwich and Kellar (2014) suggest that 
reinforcing implementation intentions may be especially useful for complex behaviours that require 
multiple steps to execute, such as engaging in physical activity. Reinforcing implementation intentions 
involves the application of subsequent strategies during the intervention aimed at enhancing the effec-
tiveness of the implementation intentions. Examples of reinforcement strategies include using remind-
ers of their plans or that it is time to enact the behaviour delivered through text messages (Prestwich 
et al., 2009, 2010) or face- to- face conversations (De Vet et al., 2009; Rodrigues et al., 2013). Other types 
of reinforcement can include motivational strategies, such as a decision balance sheet that aims to un-
derstand gains and losses of enacting their plan (Prestwich et al., 2003). With respect to physical activity 
behaviour, a meta- analysis found that studies that used reinforcement of implementation intentions 
increased physical activity (d = .25) compared to groups that did not use reinforcement (d = .15; Silva 
et al., 2018). Most studies reinforced implementation intentions for physical activity with text messages 
(Prestwich et al., 2009, 2010), face- to- face conversations (De Vet et al., 2009; Rodrigues et al., 2013), or 
telephone reminders (Latimer et al., 2006; Luszczynska et al., 2007; Silva et al., 2018). While reinforcing 
implementation intentions with reminders shows promise, there are some potential limitations with 
respect to habit formation. Specifically, reinforcement through reminders can lead to a dependency on 
that reminder (Renfree et al., 2016) hindering the development of automaticity. For habit formation, 
strengthening the link between ‘if’ and ‘then’ is essential (Adriaanse et al., 2011). Given that many ef-
forts to change behaviour are characterized by short- term success followed by relapse (Polivy & Peter 
Herman, 2002) reinforcing the situation response cues may result in stronger mental associations. As 
a result, automaticity would occur sooner, reducing the rate of physical activity dropout as behaviour 
becomes habitual. However, reinforcing implementation intentions has yet to be investigated for habit 
formation. One relatively simple approach that has been effective in reinforcing implementation inten-
tions to increase behaviour is mental imagery (Knäuper et al., 2009; Knäuper et al., 2011).

Mental imagery involves the representation of an experience in one's mind using multiple senses, 
without the presence of that actual stimulus (Moran, 2004). Physical activity- related imagery involves 
individuals mentally rehearsing the perceptual, motor, and emotional experiences of physical activity. 
This includes imaging oneself looking forward to being active, getting ready to be active, being physi-
cally active, enjoying being active, and achieving certain outcomes (Hall, 1995). A recent meta- analysis 
on imagery and health behaviours found that imagery had medium effect sizes for behavioural out-
comes, including physical activity (Conroy & Hagger, 2018). Only a few studies have reinforced imple-
mentation intention intentions with imagery for goal achievement. These studies have indicated that for 
changes in diet behaviours, the combination of implementation intentions and imagery is an effective 
approach (Knäuper et al., 2011).
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Reinforcing implementation intentions with imagery may be particularly relevant for habit forma-
tion. In line with habit theory, the vivid and realistic representation of the situation and response is 
thought to strengthen the mental links between actions and outcomes (Escalas & Luce, 2004), which, 
in turn, may help develop habits. To date, there has been no experimental investigation into the effects 
of implementation intentions reinforced through mental imagery for the formation of physical activity 
habits. While there have been a few studies that have reinforced implementation intentions with im-
agery for goal- directed behaviours (e.g., Knäuper et al., 2009, 2011) this study explicitly tests whether 
instructing participants to imagine key elements of their implementation intentions increases physical 
activity habit strength. The primary aim of this preliminary study was to examine the effects of com-
bining implementation intentions and imagery on physical activity habit strength and on subsequent 
self- reported physical activity levels.

While implementation intentions should result in increases in automaticity (Gollwitzer, 1999), 
a recent review indicated that implementation intentions had a small effect on physical activity be-
haviour (d = .14; Sheeran et al., 2024). A key factor determining the effectiveness of implementation 
intentions is the cognitive accessibility of the context–behaviour situation (Lally & Gardner, 2013; 
Tobias, 2009). Active reinforcement through mental imagery can increase the accessibility of the cue 
and behaviour responses (Tobias, 2009), which means that an individual should be more likely to act 
when the cue is encountered, increasing automaticity and frequency of behaviour. Indeed, Gollwitzer 
and Sheeran (2006) proposed that mental imagery may increase the effectiveness of implementation 
intentions. In addition, motivation had a large moderating effect (d = .79) of implementation inten-
tions on behaviour (Sheeran et al., 2024). Imagining positive affective experiences (e.g., looking 
forward to being active, feeling good during activity, and successfully completing activity) may be 
rewarding and promote intrinsic motivation and positive affect. Mental imagery has been referred 
to as a ‘motivation amplifier’ and can enhance motivation, anticipated affect, and reward (Renner 
et al., 2019). According to habit theory, enhancing intrinsic motivation, positive affect, and rewards 
can strengthen the impact of repetition on habit formation by reinforcing the cue–response relation-
ship (Gardner & Lally, 2018). Thus, reinforcing implementation intentions with mental imagery may 
enhance automaticity and habit formation.

Based on the above findings, we hypothesized that participants in the implementation intention and 
imagery (combined) condition would have stronger physical activity habit strength and physical activity 
levels post- intervention and at follow- up than those in other conditions with the lowest habit strength 
and physical activity in the control condition.

METHODS

Participants

Participants were recruited from Prolific Academic and paid £4.50 for their time, and the study was 
run on Gorilla Experiment Software. Inclusion criteria were that participants were 18 years or older. 
Participants provided informed consent, and ethical approval was obtained from the Faculty of 
Biological Sciences Research Ethics Board.

An a priori sample size calculation was completed using G*Power. Effect size was chosen based on 
meta- analyses of the impact of imagery (Conroy & Hagger, 2018) implementation intentions on physi-
cal activity (Bélanger- Gravel et al., 2013) and interventions that impact physical activity habit strength 
(Feil et al., 2021) which ranged from .24–.31. The lower effect size was chosen as a conservative mea-
sure and to ensure sufficient power. With an effect size of 0.24, power of 0.80, the minimum sample 
size needed was 84 participants (21 in each group). To account for attrition, which averages 20% in 
internet- based physical activity interventions (Davies et al., 2012) we aimed to recruit a minimum of 
100 participants (25 per group).

 20448287, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://bpspsychub.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bjhp.12795 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [04/04/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



    | 5 of  19PHYSICAL ACTIVITY HABIT STRENGTH

Procedure

After completing demographic and baseline assessments, participants were randomized using the rand-
omizer node on Gorilla Software into one of four conditions: (1) imagery, (2) implementation intentions, 
(3) imagery and implementation intentions (combined) (4) control. Participants in the three intervention 
conditions were automatically sent an email every 7 days via the online platform with the link to log into 
the study. They were then prompted to complete their respective intervention and weekly measures of 
physical activity, habit strength, behavioural consistency, and those in the imagery and combined condi-
tions also reported their imagery use. The intervention lasted for 4 weeks. Participants in the no- contact 
control condition were not given any instructions with respect to physical activity and completed base-
line, post, and follow- up assessments only. All participants were invited to complete post- assessments at 
5 weeks and a follow- up assessment 12 weeks later (week 27). A flow diagram of the study is presented 
in Figure 1.

Conditions

Those randomized into the imagery condition completed a measure of imagery ability, were provided 
information on the effectiveness of imagery for physical activity, and received instructions on how to 
complete the imagery sessions. An imagery script was provided within the software that guided their 
imagery and asked participants to create images of the experience of being active in their minds, includ-
ing preparing to be active, engaging in the activity, and experiencing the movements, sounds, sights, 
and emotions as they would if they were physically completing the activity. Participants logged into the 
study to complete an imagery session once per week and were asked to complete two additional imagery 
sessions on their own. They received a copy of the imagery script via email. Each imagery session took 
approximately 3 minutes to complete.

F I G U R E  1  Flow diagram of the study.

Randomised (n=249)

Baseline Questionnaire 

(n=249)

Implementation intention 
condition (n=59)

Imagery Condition
 (n=63)

Combined condition
(n=53)

Control Group
 (n= 66)

Post Intervention assessment

(n=45)

- Lost at post assessment (n=8)

Follow-up assessment

(n=39)

Lost to follow up (n=6)

- Total attrition from baseline 15 

(17%)

Post Intervention assessment

(n=62)

- Lost at post assessment (n=1)

Follow-up assessment

(n=54)

- Lost 8 to follow up (n=8) 

- Total attrition from baseline 9 

(15%)

Post Intervention

(n=50)

- Lost at post assessment (n=9 )

Follow-up assessment

(n=44)

- Lost o follow up (n=6) 

- Total attrition from baseline 15 

(27%)

Post Intervention assessment

(n=53)

Lost at post assessment (n=13)

Measures:

Physical activity (GLTEQ)

Habit Strength (SRBAI)

Consistency

Measures:

Physical activity (GLTEQ)

Habit Strength (SRBAI)

Measures:

Physical activity (GLTEQ)

Habit Strength (SRGAI)

Measures:

Physical activity (GLTEQ)

Habit Strength (SRBAI)

Consistency

Imagery use 

Measures:

Physical activity (GLTEQ)

Habit Strength (SRBAI)

Consistency

Imagery use

Follow-up assessment

(n=49)

Lost 6 to follow up  (n=4)

- Total attrition from baseline 19 

(29%)

Enrolment

Randomisation

Intervention 

Weeks 1-4

Measures 

completed 

weekly

Post 

Intervention

Week 5 

Follow-up 

12 weeks 

(week 27)

N= 218 

Attrition 13.5%

Included in analysis

N= 186 

Attrition since post 

assessment 15%
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In the implementation intention condition, participants were asked to create an implementation inten-
tion that contained three components: (1) a physical activity they do not already do or want to do 
more of, (2) could be done in response to a daily event (cue) and (3) a cue that occurs once a day 
every day (e.g., dinner). Participants were asked to log into the study every week and review their 
implementation intention.

In the implementation intention and imagery condition (combined condition), participants created an imple-
mentation intention as described above. Participants logged into the study once per week to review 
their implementation intention and engage in an imagery session. Participants followed the same 
procedures as those in the imagery only condition; however, the script for the combined condition 
was targeted to their implementation intentions. This was done automatically within the software 
that carried forward their implementation intention and inserted it into the imagery script. Imagery 
instructions and imagery scripts for the imagery only condition and combined condition are avail-
able in File S1.

Measures

Demographics

Participants self- reported their age, gender, ethnicity, height, weight, and level of education.

Physical activity

Physical activity was assessed using the Godin Leisure- Time Questionnaire (GLTEQ; Godin, 2011). 
Participants reported their typical frequency of weekly leisure- time physical activity in bouts of 15 min 
or more for vigorous (Heart beating rapidly, sweating. e.g. Running), moderate (Not exhausting, light 
perspiration. e.g. Fast walking) intensities. Weekly frequencies of vigorous and moderate activities were 
multiplied by nine and five respectively, with the products being summed to produce an overall Leisure 
Index Score (LIS).

Habit strength

Habit Strength was assessed using the Self Report Behavioural Automaticity Index (SRBAI; Gardner 
et al., 2012). The SRBAI consists of 4 items on a 5- point Likert scale ranging from 1, “strongly disagree” to 
5, “strongly agree.” Following the stem: “Physical activity is something…” and participants rate their agreement 
with the answers: “I do automatically”, “I do without having to consciously remember”, “I do without thinking” and 
“I start doing it before I realise I am doing it”. The SRBAI displays high reliability with a Cronbach's between 
α = .96–.98 across all time points.

Imagery ability

To ensure that any observed effects for the imagery were not due to differential ease of imagery, par-
ticipants in the imagery and combined conditions completed a measures of imagery ability using the 
Vividness of Movement Imagery Questionnaire 2 (VMIQ- 2; Roberts et al., 2008) which assess ease of 
imaging movements. An example item asks participants to indicate how vivid the image of walking is on 
a 5- point Likert scale from 1 “no image at all, you only “know” you are thinking of a skill” to 5 “perfectly clear and 
as vivid as normal vision or feel of movement.” The VMIQ- 2 has demonstrated factorial validity, and test–retest 
reliability (Roberts et al., 2008).
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Intervention manipulation and fidelity checks

Adherence

To assess adherence and engagement in the intervention, the number of weeks participants logged into 
the study to complete the weekly questionnaires was recorded, and for those in the imagery and com-
bined conditions, participants were asked each week to indicate which days of the week they completed 
the imagery sessions.

Consistency of behaviour

In line with Kaushal et al. (2017) consistency was assessed with 1 item “How consistently were you ac-
tive at the same time each day?”. The options ranged on a 4- point Likert scale with 0 = not consistent, 
always at random times to 3 = always consistent.

Implementation intention fidelity

Prior to the intervention starting, a researcher (AD) checked all implementation intentions written by 
those in the implementation intention and combined conditions to ensure that they followed the in-
structions. Those that did not were asked to rewrite their implementation intentions in accordance with 
the ‘if- then’ format. This check was completed once at the beginning of the intervention. Participants 
were not asked to revise or rewrite their plans at any point after their initial implementation intention 
was written.

STATISTICA L A NA LYSIS

Those who completed all time points were included in the study. Missing data points were either car-
ried forward (e.g., physical activity data) or, when one item was missing on the SRBAI, a substitution 
score was used; this was the individual mean score of the completed items of the SRBAI. Differences in 
demographic variables between conditions were assessed with one- way Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) 
or Chi- square where appropriate. Means (SD) and frequencies are calculated for adherence to imagery 
sessions.

Intervention manipulations and fidelity checks

The number of imagery sessions was assessed using frequencies and percentages. Differences in im-
agery ability (internal, external and kinaesthetic imagery ability) were assessed using a one- way ANOVA 
between the imagery and combined conditions. A mixed Repeated Measures Analysis of Variance (RM 
ANOVA) comprising consistency measures at each of the intervention weeks (week 1, 2, 3, and 4) as a 
within- subject factor (time) and condition (imagery, implementation, or combined) as between- subject 
factor was used to assess the differences in consistency of behaviour.

Effects of condition on habit strength and physical activity

Two mixed RM ANOVAs were used to assess changes in habit strength and physical activity LIS scores 
from baseline, post- intervention, and follow- up across all conditions. A further two separate mixed 
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RM ANOVAs were run to assess weekly, post- intervention, and follow- up changes in habit strength 
and physical activity LIS scores across the intervention conditions only. In each model, there was one 
between- subject factor (condition) and one within- subject factor (time). Significant main effects are 
investigated using pairwise comparisons with Bonferroni adjustments to control for multiple compari-
sons, and significant interactions were further examined using paired- samples t- tests.

R ESULTS

Participant characteristics

A total of 249 (M = 86 (35%), F = 160 (64%), 3 nonbinary (1%)) participants completed baseline measures 
(Mean age = 45.12 ± 14.19 years) and were randomized into one of the four conditions. Of the 249 partici-
pants, 186 completed post- intervention assessment 5 weeks after baseline and follow- up measures 12 weeks 
later (week 27; attrition of 28%). Most participants included in the analysis identified as female (64%), had a 
bachelor's degree (39%), were Caucasian (84%) and had an average body mass index (BMI) of (29.05 ± 7.12). 
Those who dropped out were significantly younger (Dropouts: age 40.71 ± 14.05 years of age, completed 
46.61 ± 13.96 years of age t (247) = 2.89, p = .002) and had higher habit strength for physical activity (drop 
out: 2.22 ± 1.09, completed: 1.90 ± .95, t (247) = −2.20, p = .014). No differences for the demographic vari-
ables were found between the conditions for age (F(3,182) = .68, p = .563), BMI (F(3,182) = 1.27, p = .286), gender 
(X2 = 1.45, p = .963), education (X2 = 7.45, p = .826), or ethnicity (X2 = 35.17, p = .645). There were no differ-
ences in baseline levels of physical activity (F(3,245) = .19, p = .905) or habit strength (F(3,245) = .69, p = .447) 
between conditions. Complete participant characteristics are in Table 1.

Intervention manipulations and fidelity checks

Of the 137 participants randomized into one of the intervention conditions, 97 (71%) completed all 
4 weeks (63% in the imagery group and 77% in both the implementation intentions and combined 
conditions).

Imagery ability

There were no significant differences in imagery ability between those in the imagery condition or in 
the combined condition (F(2,120) = .815, p = .488, ƞ2 = .02). Means are presented in Table 1.

Implementation intention fidelity

Across both the implementation intention and combined conditions, 96% followed the if- then instruc-
tions; only three participants implementation intentions were not in that format. These three partici-
pants were contacted by email (by the first author) with the option to rewrite their implementation 
intention, with guidance from the researcher, or to withdraw from the study. All three participants 
adjusted their implementation intentions to ensure they followed the ‘if- then’ format.

Consistency

Results of the mixed RM ANOVA showed no significant interaction (F(6,35) = 0.98, p = .455, ƞ2 = .14) 
for consistency, but a significant main effect for time (F(2,38) = 3.95, p = .015, ƞ2 = .24) and condition 
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(F(2,39) = 3.48, p = .041, ƞ2 = .15) for consistency. Post hoc testing indicated that for time, consistency 
was lowest in the first intervention week (0.85 ± .70) compared to all other time points (Ps = .005–
.022). For the main effect of condition, post hoc analyses showed those in the imagery only condition 
(mean  .74 ± .12) were significantly less consistent than the implementation intentions only condition 
(mean 1.08 ± .12, p = .022) and combined condition (mean 1.11 ± .14, p = .05). Means (SD) are presented 
in Table 1.

T A B L E  1  Demographic data, intervention adherence, physical activity and habit strength scores for the whole sample 
and by intervention condition.

Variable
Total sample 
(n = 186)

Control 
(n = 49)

Imagery 
(n = 54)

Implementation 
intention 
(n = 44)

Combined 
(n = 39)

Age (Mean ± SD) 46.61 ± 13.96 48.18 ± 12.61 44.57 ± 14.53 46.32 ± 15.06 47.77 ± 13.64

Gender n (%) female 120 (65%) 31 (63%) 32 (59%) 31 (71%) 26 (67%)

Education n (%)*

Secondary School 56 (32%) 15 (33%) 18 (38%) 10 (24%) 13 (34%)

College 12 (7%) 3 (7%) 4 (9%) 3 (7%) 2 (5%)

Technical 21 (12%) 8 (17%) 3 (6%) 7 (17%) 3 (8%)

Bachelors 66 (38%) 14 (30%) 17 (36%) 18 (10%) 17 (45%)

Masters 18 (10%) 6 (13%) 5 (11%) 4 (10%) 3 (8%)

Ethnicity: Caucasian 
n (%)

162 (87%) 47 (96%) 45 (83%) 36 (82%) 34 (87%)

BMI Mean ± SD * 29.05 ± 7.12 30.42 ± 8.29 27.71 ± 5.78 28.80 ± 6.16 29.53 ± 8.33

Physical activity (LIS)

Baseline 17.87 ± 6.64 17.10 ± 6.34 18.55 ± 7.78 18.41 ± 6.88 17.14 ± 4.67

Week 1 1.84 ± 1.10 2.18 ± .94 2.07 ± 1.00

Week 2 1.94 ± 1.25 2.14 ± .98 2.21 ± 1.03

Week 3 1.86 ± 1.22 2.18 ± 1.09 3.13 ± .70

Week 4 1.83 ± 1.37 2.21 ± 1.09 3.18 ± .10

Post 11.16 ± 14.39 8.19 ± 11.85 10.53 ± 15.44 12.84 ± 13.09 13.51 ± 16.80

Follow- up 12.70 ± 16.01 12.95 ± 16.01 11.21 ± 18.09 12.95 ± 13.09 18.6 ± 16.14

Habit Strength

Baseline 1.90 ± .93 1.70 ± .72 1.85 ± .92 2.04 ± 1.01 2.03 ± .04

Post 2.30 ± 1.10 1.79 ± .71 2.20 ± 1.27 2.19 ± 1.10 3.22 ± .67

Follow- up 2.39 ± 1.05 1.82 ± .69 2.38 ± 1.11 2.14 ± 1.03 3.36 ± .63

Imagery ability

Kinaesthetic 3.11 ± .66 3.26 ± .68

Visual external 3.70 ± .64 3.58 ± .99

Visual internal 3.85 ± .79 3.77 ± .97

Consistency .90 ± .78 1.18 ± .69 1.22 ± .81

Note: Demographic variables with missing data are indicated with an*. Education had a total of 13 missing data points: three in the control 
condition, seven in the imagery condition, two in the implementation intention condition, and one in the combined condition. Body Mass 
Index (BMI) had five missing data points: one in each of the control, imagery, and implementation intention conditions, and two in the 
combined condition.
Abbreviation: LIS, leisure index score.
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Effects of condition on habit strength

Results indicated significant main effects of time (F(2,35) = 21.94, p < .001, ƞ2 = .56) and condition 
(F(3,34) = 15.31, p < .001, ƞ2 = .58) on habit strength. There was also an interaction between time and 
condition (F(6,31) = 6.20, p < .001, ƞ2 = .55) for habit strength. Follow- up post hoc tests showed no differ-
ences across the three time points for the control condition or the implementation intention condition. 
The imagery condition had significantly higher habit strength post- intervention (t(69) = −2.82, p = .003, 
d = .34) and at follow- up (mean = 2.42 ± 1.10) compared to baseline (t(53) = 3.69, p < .001, d = .50), but 
no difference between post- intervention and follow- up (t(53) = −1.62, p = .055, d = .22). The combined 
conditions habit strength was significantly different across all three time points, with post- intervention 
habit strength higher than baseline (t(52) = −7.78, p < 001, d = 1.09), and follow- up habit strength sig-
nificantly higher than both post- intervention (t(40) = −2.63, p = .006, d = .41) and baseline (t(40) = −8.17, 
p < .001, d = 1.34). Means and standard deviations are displayed in Table 1.

Figure 3 displays the changes in weekly habit strength for the intervention conditions. Analyses 
showed significant main effects of time (F(6,27) = 9.74, p < .001, ƞ2 = .68) and condition (F(2,31) = 6.47, 
p = .004, ƞ2 = .29) on habit strength, with an accompanying significant interaction between condition 
and time (F(12,21) = 2.72, p = .022, ƞ2 = .61). Post hoc analysis showed that in the imagery condition, the 
first significant change in habit strength occurred at post- intervention (t(5) = −3.69, p < .001, d = .50). 
For the combined condition a significant increase in habit strength occurred at the end of week three 
(t(52) = −7.71, p < .001, d = 1.06). There was no difference in habit strength between weeks three and 
four (t(52) = −1.18, p = .122, d = .516), or post- intervention (t(52) = 1.52, p = 0.67, d = .21). Habit strength 
increased significantly at follow- up (t(40) = 3.49, p < .001, d = .55). No changes in habit strength were 
found at any time point for the implementation intention group.

Effects of condition on physical activity

Results of the RM ANOVA for physical activity indicated that there was not a significant interaction be-
tween time and condition (F(6,22) = 2.34, p = .067, ƞ2 = .39) and no main effect of condition (F(3,25) = 1.92, 
p = .152, ƞ2 = .18). There was a significant main effect of time (F(2,26) = 18.45, p < .001, ƞ2 = .58) which in-
dicated a significant decrease in physical activity post- intervention (p < .001, d = .98) compared to base-
line (Figure 4). Means and standard deviations for physical activity LIS scores are presented in Table 1.

Figure 5 displays the change in physical activity across intervention weeks for the three intervention 
conditions. There were main effects of time (F(6,14) = 8.33, p < .001, ƞ2 = .78) and condition (F(2,18) = 4.67, 
p = .024, ƞ2 = .34) for weekly changes in physical activity LIS scores. However, a significant interac-
tion between condition and time was also present (F(11,9) = 8.54, p = .002, ƞ2 = .91). Follow- up analysis 
indicated that, in the imagery condition, there is a significant decrease in physical activity at week 1 
(t(47) = 6.50,p = <.001, d = .94) from baseline. No other significant weekly changes in physical activity 
were found for the imagery condition. For the combined condition, there was a significant increase in 
LIS at week two (t(46) = 5.76, p < .001, d = .75) of the intervention, which continued to increase at weeks 
three (t (46) = 2.90, p = .003, d = .42) and four (t (46) = 3.72, p < .001, d = .54) of the intervention. A sig-
nificant decrease in LIS scores at post- intervention (t (46) = −9.14, p < .001, d = 1.41), compared to week 
four, was followed by a significant increase in physical activity after the 12- week follow- up (t (46) = 1.85, 
p = .037, d = .31). Complete post hoc results are found in File S2.

DISCUSSION

This preliminary study assessed if implementation intentions would lead to stronger physical activity 
habits and increased behaviour when reinforced with mental imagery. Overall, results showed that 
implementation intentions reinforced with mental imagery led to an increase in habit strength after 
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    | 11 of  19PHYSICAL ACTIVITY HABIT STRENGTH

3 weeks that was maintained at the end of the intervention and at follow- up 12 weeks later (Figure 2). 
This is a novel finding, indicating that reinforcing implementation intentions with mental imagery may 
be associated with greater habit strength faster than the average reported time to form a habit (e.g., Lally 
et al., 2010).

Studies that have tracked habit formation for health behaviours have found it can take between 
one and 4 months to develop a habit (Kaushal & Rhodes, 2015; Lally et al., 2010) The current findings 
indicate that the time for habit formation may be shorter, given our data showed that habit strength 
increased significantly after 3 weeks (see Figure 3) in the group for which implementation intentions 
were reinforced by imagery. These data suggest that the combined approach may have resulted in auto-
maticity of enacting physical activity and this is likely due to the strengthened mental link between the 
cue and behavioural response (Adriaanse et al., 2011). The findings also indicate that increases in phys-
ical activity started at week two of the intervention and continued to increase throughout the 4 weeks 
(Figure 5) for the combined group. Taken together, the increases in habit strength and physical activity 
seen in the combined condition support the assumptions that physical activity repetition increases habit 
strength, which in turn leads to higher levels of physical activity (Gardner & Lally, 2018). It is suggested 
that habits develop after a period of repeated behaviour that requires self- control, which on its own 
can be difficult to sustain (Hagger et al., 2010). However, the present study suggests that reducing the 
amount of time to develop automaticity in engaging in physical activity behaviours may reduce drop- 
out and support maintenance of physical activity (Figure 2). While the current findings suggest that 
the combined intervention may support behavioural maintenance, a meta- analysis has found that effect 
sizes are larger for interventions that have a follow- up period of 12 weeks or less compared to studies 
with a follow- up period of more than 12 weeks (Ma et al., 2023). Thus, in line with Rebar et al. (2016) 
and Ma et al. (2023) we recommend that future studies should focus on longer follow- up periods to 
establish the impact on the maintenance of habit strength beyond 12 weeks.

While the current findings on the influence of implementation intentions and imagery on habit 
strength are promising, they need to be discussed with respect to unexpected findings and design lim-
itations. Two key findings in this study are contrary to expectations. Firstly, in the combined condition, 
physical activity decreased post- intervention, but habit strength did not. There is some evidence that 
habit strength does not cease abruptly with some missed opportunities (Lally et al., 2010) and rather 
decays over time (Edgren et al., 2025) and weak habit strength can persist even four weeks later (Walker 
et al., 2015). While physical activity decreased during the post- intervention week, it did not cease com-
pletely. Thus, those in the combined condition likely didn't miss every opportunity to be active, thus 
habit strength wouldn't cease abruptly.

F I G U R E  2  Mean (standard error) habit strength for baseline, post- intervention and follow- up time periods by condition.
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As there was no measurement of habit strength or automaticity across the 12 weeks, there may have 
been changes in habit strength or automaticity that we were not able to capture. For example, there 
may have been a drop in habit strength when physical activity was lower, and as people increased their 
physical activity behaviour, habit strength increased at follow- up. While the pattern of physical activity 
behaviour in the combined condition shows that using both imagery and implementation intentions 
holds promise as an approach to increasing physical activity, further research is needed to determine the 
impact of the combined approach on increasing physical activity levels.

In addition, participants reported relatively low consistency of their physical activity behaviour. 
Consistently repeating behaviour in the same context/situation is a critical component of habit forma-
tion (Lally & Gardner, 2013). The finding that habit strength increased despite relatively low levels of 
consistency is contrary to habit theory. We offer several possible explanations for the change in automa-
ticity. First, it could be that the context- free measure of automaticity used in this study is incongruent 
with the context- specific nature of the habit formation intervention provided, such that we simply mea-
sured changes in automaticity and not habitual behaviour per se. Context- free SRBAI summarizes au-
tomaticity across all contexts; thus, it is possible that the context- free measure measured global physical 
activity habits, which may inflate automaticity scores, rather than the specific physical activity specified 
in their implementation intention. Indeed, Diefenbacher et al. (2023) found that context- free automa-
ticity also increased, to a greater extent, than context- specific automaticity scores following a fruit con-
sumption intervention. Thus, despite low consistency and the reduction in physical activity levels, it is 
possible that, due to the context- free measure, automaticity remained for global physical activity across 
multiple contexts. Second, reporting of low consistency may be due to the focus on repeating behaviour 
at the same time of day, which may be difficult for people with varying schedules and routines, such as 
shift work (Kirk & Rhodes, 2011) and those with erratic and changing life circumstances due to illness, 
new parenthood (Rhodes et al., 2014; Divine et al., 2022), unemployment, or bereavement (Allender 
et al., 2008). Thus, the opportunity to consistently practice physical activity in the same context may 
be lower, which may impact the formation of cue- behaviour connections that are established through 
consistent repetition (Rhodes & Rebar, 2018).

Third, implementation intentions are thought to influence behaviour through increasing automa-
ticity (Gollwitzer & Sheeran, 2006) meaning that changes in automaticity in the combined condition 
in this study may indicate that implementation intentions have been effective. However, if this was the 
case, then we would expect to see changes in automaticity in the implementation intentions only con-
dition, which was not the case in this study (Figures 2 and 3). It is suggested that individual differences 
in psychological constructs influence the effectiveness of implementation intentions on automaticity 

F I G U R E  3  Weekly changes in habit strength for the intervention conditions.

1.00

1.50

2.00

2.50

3.00

3.50

4.00

Baseline Week 1 Week 2 Week 3 Week 4 Post

Intervention

Follow-up

ht
g

nert
S ti

ba
H 

nae
M

Time

Implementation Intentions Imagery Combined

 20448287, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://bpspsychub.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bjhp.12795 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [04/04/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



    | 13 of  19PHYSICAL ACTIVITY HABIT STRENGTH

and behaviour (Bieleke & Keller, 2021). Specifically, implementation intentions depend on goal com-
mitment or strong intentions (Gollwitzer, 1999; Sheeran et al., 2024), self- efficacy (Wieber et al., 2010) 
and are more effective when people are highly motivated (Sheeran et al., 2024) and when motivation is 
stable (Rhodes et al., 2020). It is possible that people may have been particularly motivated when enroll-
ing in the intervention, and this motivation was not sustained. Lally and Gardner (2013) highlight that 
habit formation also depends on changes in motivation, capability, or opportunity to act, to support 
behavioural repetition. Indeed, intrinsic motivation (Hopkins et al., 2022; Gardner & Lally, 2013) and 
high levels of self- efficacy (i.e. capability; Stojanovic et al., 2021) are also associated with stronger phys-
ical activity habits. Future research is needed to assess the individual differences in goal intention and 
psychological factors to understand their moderating influence on the effectiveness of habit formation 
interventions.

Finally, given automaticity increased in both the combined and imagery conditions (Figure 3) but not 
the implementation intentions only condition, imagery itself may have influenced automaticity directly 
or indirectly. With respect to the former, in sporting contexts imagery is associated with achieving flow 
states of performance (Koehn et al., 2014; Nicholls et al., 2005), which are associated with high levels of 
performance, making the execution of sport- specific actions easier and automatic (Harris et al., 2017). 
Imagery may also influence automaticity indirectly by influencing moderators of automaticity, such as 
self- efficacy, affect (de Bruijn et al., 2014) and motivation (Hopkins et al., 2022). Research has shown 
that imagery interventions lead to increases in intention, attitude (Conroy & Hagger, 2018), affective ex-
periences (Weyland et al., 2020), and self- efficacy beliefs for physical activity (Cumming, 2008; Duncan 
et al., 2011; Rodgers et al., 2001; Weibull et al., 2015). With respect to the increase in automaticity in 
the imagery- only condition, it is surprising that we do not see an increase in physical activity levels in 
this condition across the intervention and follow- up. It is not immediately clear why this may be. It is 
possible that those within this group held low intentions to increase their activity and stayed at similar 
levels, and the imagery may have simply reinforced the motivational and/or affective components that 
may be rewarding and influence the automaticity of behaviour at their current level of physical activity.

The weekly changes in physical activity in the intervention conditions increased from week two for 
the combined group (Figure 4). However, results comparing physical activity across control and inter-
vention groups indicated that physical activity levels were not different by group (Figure 5). We saw 
an unexpected decrease in physical activity post- assessment in all groups, including the control group, 
which suggests that the decline may be the result of factors external to the study itself. For instance, data 

F I G U R E  4  Physical activity levels across time and by condition.
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collection post- assessment occurred just before the UK Easter holidays, which includes at least a four- 
day work- free period for many people, and some take additional holiday during this time. Consistent 
with this observation, research examining the impact of Easter specifically on the exercise routines of 
1210 gym members found that the Easter break can disrupt physical activity, and that this disruption 
was greater for those with strong habits and more frequency of behaviour (Fredslund & Leppin, 2019). 
Physical activity levels did increase again at follow- up to higher levels than those reported at baseline 
when implementation intentions were reinforced by imagery (Figure 4). This may be the result of in-
creases in automaticity that occurred prior to the decrease in physical activity in this condition. Habit 
does not cease immediately; rather, it decays over time (Walker et al., 2015) and decreases in habit 
strength vary substantially between people (Edgren et al., 2025). Thus, after a disruption in encounter-
ing the cue or opportunity to perform the behaviour, the previously established habit or automaticity 
may have made it easier for people to regain their activity levels over time.

A major strength of this study is that it meets the criteria set out by Gardner et al. (2022) for what 
constitutes a true habit formation study. In addition, strengths of this study include a longitudinal de-
sign and novel approaches to physical activity habit formation and methods of intervention delivery. 
Furthermore, online physical activity habit interventions are more effective for physical activity habit 
formation than offline delivery (Ma et al., 2023) as they allow for personalization of the interventions 
to individual preferences. Participants in this study were able to participate in an activity of their own 
choosing and able to create an implementation intention that fitted their schedule and preferences. As 
demonstrated by previous research, when participants can freely select their preference, intervention 
effectiveness on habit formation is greater (Gardner et al., 2023). The use of a 7 days recall self- report 
physical activity measure is a potential limitation of the study. While self- reported physical activity has 
the capacity to overestimate or underestimate physical activity levels and is subject to reporting biases 
(social desirability, recall and memory inaccuracies), it is unlikely that any reporting biases would be 
different across conditions. Future research would benefit from using objective measures of physical 
activity, such as accelerometers.

Although a longitudinal design with multiple time points allows for strong inferences, moment- by- 
moment changes in habit strength could not be captured. Using ecological momentary assessments 
may allow for the assessment of habit formation at the individual level to determine individual- specific 
trajectories of automaticity change (e.g., N- of- 1 method: Kwasnicka & Naughton, 2020). Additionally, 
participants were a self- selecting sample interested in increasing their physical activity and may have 
greater motivation than those who do not intend to change; however, this reflects real- life situations in 
which people want to change their health behaviours, and those who do not intend to change generally 

F I G U R E  5  Weekly changes in physical activity for the intervention conditions.
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do not (Webb & Sheeran, 2006). However, participants' intentions to be active were not assessed in 
this study. Furthermore, participants were recruited through a crowdsourcing platform for research 
and were paid for their participation, which may mean that participants are more digitally literate and 
that the payment may negatively impact the quality of data. However, research has demonstrated that 
data collected from research- centred crowdsourcing platforms are not distinguishable from other ways 
of recruiting and testing participants and that realistic compensation rates do not affect data quality or 
reliability (Casler et al., 2013).

This is the first study to assess the impact of implementation intentions and imagery on the forma-
tion of physical activity habits. Strategies that accelerate habit formation and promote the maintenance 
of physical activity are especially important given the benefits of physical activity are not gained imme-
diately but rather accrue with regular long- term behaviour. This preliminary research suggests promise 
for a novel approach to the formation of real- world habits, with our findings indicating that reinforcing 
specific plans via implementation intentions with mental imagery may facilitate physical activity habit 
formation. Although further work and replication are needed to assess the robustness of our results, 
the findings point to the potential of a novel intervention approach that may aid the development of 
behavioural automaticity and may also decrease the time it takes to strengthen physical activity habits 
and support the maintenance of behaviour.

AUTHOR CONTR IBUTIONS
Alison Divine: Conceptualization; methodology; investigation; formal analysis; project administration; 
writing – original draft; writing – review and editing. Sarah Astill: Writing – original draft; writing – 
review and editing.

ACK NOW L EDGEM ENTS
The authors have nothing to report.

DATA AVA IL A BIL IT Y STAT EM ENT
The data that support the findings of this study are openly available in University of Leeds Data reposi-
tory at https:// archi ve. resea rchda ta. leeds. ac. uk/ .

ORCID
Alison Divine  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0524-2108 

R EF ER ENC E S
Adriaanse, M. A., Gollwitzer, P. M., De Ridder, D. T. D., De Wit, J. B. F., & Kroese, F. M. (2011). Breaking habits with imple-

mentation intentions: A test of underlying processes corresponding author. Personality and Social Psycholog y Bulletin, 37(4), 
502–513.

Allender, S., Hutchinson, L., & Foster, C. (2008). Life- change events and participation in physical activity: A systematic review. 
Health Promotion International, 23(2), 160–172. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ heapro/ dan012

Bélanger- Gravel, A., Godin, G., & Amireault, S. (2013). A meta- analytic review of the effect of implementation intentions on 
physical activity. Health Psycholog y Review, 7(1), 23–54. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 17437 199. 2011. 560095

Bieleke, M., & Keller, L. (2021). Individual differences in if- then planning: Insights from the development and application of the 
if- then planning scale (ITPS). Personality and Individual Differences, 170, 110500. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. paid. 2020. 110500

Casler, K., Bickel, L., & Hackett, E. (2013). Separate but equal? A comparison of participants and data gathered via Amazon's 
MTurk, social media, and face- to- face behavioral testing. Computers in Human Behavior, 29(6), 2156–2160. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/J. CHB. 2013. 05. 009

Conroy, D., & Hagger, M. S. (2018). Imagery interventions in health behavior: A meta- analysis. Health Psycholog y, 37(7), 668–679. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ hea00 00625 

Cumming, J. (2008). Investigating the relationship between exercise imagery, leisure- time exercise behavior, and self- efficacy. 
Journal of Applied Sport Psycholog y, 20(2), 184–198.

Davies, C. A., Spence, J. C., Vandelanotte, C., Caperchione, C. M., & Mummery, W. K. (2012). Meta- analysis of internet- 
delivered interventions to increase physical activity levels. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity, 9, 
1–13. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 1479-  5868-  9-  52

 20448287, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://bpspsychub.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bjhp.12795 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [04/04/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://archive.researchdata.leeds.ac.uk/
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0524-2108
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0524-2108
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapro/dan012
https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2011.560095
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2020.110500
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CHB.2013.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CHB.2013.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1037/hea0000625
https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-9-52


16 of  19 |   DIVINE and ASTILL

de Bruijn, G. J., Gardner, B., van Osch, L., & Sniehotta, F. (2014). Predicting automaticity in exercise behaviour: The role of 
perceived Behavioural control, affect, intention, action planning, and behaviour. International Journal of Behavioural Medicine, 
21, 767–777. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s1252 9-  013-  9348-  4

De Vet, E., Oenema, A., Sheeran, P., & Brug, J. (2009). Should implementation intentions interventions be implemented in 
obesity prevention: The impact of if- then plans on daily physical activity in Dutch adults. International Journal of Behavioural 
Nutrition and Physical Activity, 6(1), 1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 1479-  5868-  6-  11

Diefenbacher, S., Lally, P., & Gardner, B. (2023). Habit formation in context: Context- specific and context- free measures for 
tracking fruit consumption habit formation and behaviour. British Journal of Health Psycholog y, 28(2), 499–512. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/ bjhp. 12637 

Divine, A., Blanchard, C., Benoit, C., Downs, D. S., & Rhodes, R. E. (2022). The influence of sleep and movement on mental 
health and life satisfaction during the transition to parenthood. Sleep Health, 8(5), 475–483.

Duncan, L. R., Rodgers, W. M., Hall, C. R., & Wilson, P. M. (2011). Using imagery to enhance three types of exercise self- 
efficacy among sedentary women. Applied Psycholog y. Health and Well- Being, 3(1), 107–126.

Edgren, R., Baretta, D., & Inauen, J. (2025). The temporal trajectories of habit decay in daily life: An intensive longitudinal 
study on four health- risk behaviors. Applied Psycholog y. Health and Well- Being, 17(1), e12612. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ 
aphw. 12612 

Escalas, J. E., & Luce, M. F. (2004). Understanding the effects of process- focused versus outcome- focused thought in response 
to advertising. Journal of Consumer Research, 31(2), 274–285.

Feil, K., Allion, S., Weyland, S., & Jekauc, D. (2021). A systematic review examining the relationship between habit and 
physical activity behavior in longitudinal studies. Frontiers in Psycholog y, 12, 626750. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fpsyg. 
2021. 626750

Fennis, B. M., Adriaanse, M. A., Stroebe, W., & Pol, B. (2011). Bridging the intention- behavior gap: Inducing implementation 
intentions through persuasive appeals. Journal of Consumer Psycholog y, 21(3), 302–311. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jcps. 2010. 
12. 003

Fleig, L., Pomp, S., Parschau, L., Barz, M., Lange, D., Schwarzer, R., & Lippke, S. (2013). From intentions via planning and 
behavior to physical exercise habits. Psycholog y of Sport and Exercise, 14(5), 632–639. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. psych sport. 
2013. 03. 006

Fredslund, E. K., & Leppin, A. (2019). Can the easter break induce a long- term break of exercise routines? An analysis of 
Danish gym data using a regression discontinuity design. BMJ Open, 9(2), 24–43. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1136/ BMJOP 
EN-  2018-  024043

Gardner, B. (2014). A review and analysis of the use of “habit” in understanding, predicting and influencing health- related 
behaviour. Health Psycholog y Review, 9(3), 277–295. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 17437 199. 2013. 876238

Gardner, B., Abraham, C., Lally, P., & de Bruijn, G. J. (2012). Towards parsimony in habit measurement: Testing the convergent 
and predictive validity of an automaticity subscale of the self- report habit index. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition 
and Physical Activity, 9, 102. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 1479-  5868-  9-  102

Gardner, B., Arden, M. A., Brown, D., Eves, F. F., Green, J., Hamilton, K., Hankonen, N., Inauen, J., Keller, J., Kwasnicka, D., 
Labudek, S., Marien, H., Masaryk, R., McCleary, N., Mullan, B. A., Neter, E., Orbell, S., Potthoff, S., & Lally, P. (2023). 
Developing habit- based health behaviour change interventions: Twenty- one questions to guide future research. Psycholog y 
& Health, 38(4), 518–540. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 08870 446. 2021. 2003362

Gardner, B., de Bruijn, G. J., & Lally, P. (2011). A systematic review and meta- analysis of applications of the self- report habit 
index to nutrition and physical activity behaviours. Annals of Behavioral Medicine, 42(2), 174–187. http:// link. sprin ger. com/ 
artic le/ 10. 1007% 2Fs12 160-  011-  9282-  0

Gardner, B., & Lally, P. (2013). Does intrinsic motivation strengthen physical activity habit? Modeling relationships between 
self- determination, past behaviour, and habit strength. Journal of Behavioral Medicine, 36, 488–497.

Gardner, B., & Lally, P. (2018). Modelling habit formation and its determinants. In B. Verplanken (Ed.), The psycholog y of habit: 
Theory, mechanisms, change, and contexts (pp. 207–229). Springer International Publishing. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-  3-  319-  
97529 -  0_ 12

Gardner, B., Rebar, A. L., & Lally, P. (2022). How does habit form? Guidelines for tracking real- world habit formation. Cogent 
Psycholog y, 9(1), 2041277. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 23311 908. 2022. 2041277

Godin, G. (2011). The Godin- Shephard leisure- time physical activity questionnaire. The Health & Fitness Journal of Canada, 4(1), 
18–22. https:// doi. org/ 10. 14288/  HFJC. V4I1. 82

Gollwitzer, P. M. (1999). Implementation intentions: Strong effects of simple plans. American Psychologist, 54(7), 493–503. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 01461 67207 311201

Gollwitzer, P. M., & Sheeran, P. (2006). Implementation intentions and goal achievement: A meta- analysis of effects and pro-
cesses. Advances in Experimental Social Psycholog y, 38, 69–119. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0065 -  2601(06) 38002 -  1

Hagger, M. S., & Luszczynska, A. (2014). Implementation intention and action planning interventions in health contexts: State 
of the research and proposals for the way forward. Applied Psycholog y Health and Well- Being, 6(1), 1–47. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/ APHW. 12017 

Hagger, M. S., Wood, C. W., Stiff, C., & Chatzisarantis, N. L. D. (2010). Self- regulation and self- control in exercise: The 
strength- energy model. International Review of Sport and Exercise Psycholog y, 3(1), 62–86. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 17509 84090 
3322815

 20448287, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://bpspsychub.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bjhp.12795 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [04/04/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12529-013-9348-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-6-11
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12637
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12637
https://doi.org/10.1111/aphw.12612
https://doi.org/10.1111/aphw.12612
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.626750
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.626750
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcps.2010.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcps.2010.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2013.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2013.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1136/BMJOPEN-2018-024043
https://doi.org/10.1136/BMJOPEN-2018-024043
https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2013.876238
https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-9-102
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2021.2003362
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12160-011-9282-0
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12160-011-9282-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-97529-0_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-97529-0_12
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311908.2022.2041277
https://doi.org/10.14288/HFJC.V4I1.82
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167207311201
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167207311201
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(06)38002-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/APHW.12017
https://doi.org/10.1111/APHW.12017
https://doi.org/10.1080/17509840903322815
https://doi.org/10.1080/17509840903322815


    | 17 of  19PHYSICAL ACTIVITY HABIT STRENGTH

Hall, C. (1995). The motivational function of mental imagery for participation in sport and exercise. In J. Annett, B. Cripps, 
& H. Steinberg (Eds.), Exercise addiction: Motivation for participation in sport and exercise (pp. 15–21). British Psychological 
Society.

Harris, D. J., Vine, S. J., & Wilson, M. R. (2017). Neurocognitive mechanisms of the flow state. Progress in Brain Research, 234, 
221–243.

Hopkins, N., Benstead, J., Wardle, M., & Divine, A. (2022). Associations between motivation, attitudes, and habit strength in 
physical activity behaviour. Journal of Physical Activity Research, 7(2), 74–80. https:// doi. org/ 10. 12691/  jpar-  7-  2-  1

Kaushal, N., & Rhodes, R. E. (2015). Exercise habit formation in new gym members: A longitudinal study. Journal of Behavioral 
Medicine, 38(4), 652–663. https:// link. sprin ger. com/ artic le/ 10. 1007% 2Fs10 865-  015-  9640-  7

Kaushal, N., Rhodes, R. E., Meldrum, J. T., & Spence, J. C. (2018). Mediating mechanisms in a physical activity intervention: A 
test of habit formation. Journal of Sport and Exercise Psycholog y, 40(2), 101–110.

Kaushal, N., Rhodes, R. E., Spence, J. C., & Meldrum, J. T. (2017). Increasing physical activity through principles of habit for-
mation in new gym members: A randomized controlled trial. Annals of Behavioral Medicine, 51(4), 578–586. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s1216 0-  017-  9881-  5

Kirk, M. A., & Rhodes, R. E. (2011). Occupation correlates of adults' participation in leisure- time physical activity: A systematic 
review. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 40(4), 476–485. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/J. AMEPRE. 2010. 12. 015

Knäuper, B., McCollam, A., Rosen- Brown, A., Lacaille, J., Kelso, E., & Roseman, M. (2011). Fruitful plans: Adding targeted 
mental imagery to implementation intentions increases fruit consumption. Psycholog y and Health, 26(5), 601–617. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 08870 44100 3703218

Knäuper, B., Roseman, M., Johnson, P. J., & Krantz, L. H. (2009). Using mental imagery to enhance the effectiveness of imple-
mentation intentions. Current Psycholog y, 28(3), 181–186. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s1214 4-  009-  9055-  0

Koehn, S., Morris, T., & Watt, A. P. (2014). Imagery intervention to increase flow state and performance in competition. The 
Sport Psychologist, 28(1), 48–59.

Kwasnicka, D., & Naughton, F. (2020). N- of- 1 methods: A practical guide to exploring trajectories of behaviour change and 
designing precision behaviour change interventions. Psycholog y of Sport and Exercise, 47, 101570. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/J. 
PSYCH SPORT. 2019. 101570

Lally, P., & Gardner, B. (2013). Promoting habit formation. Health Psycholog y Review, 7(SUPPL1), S137–S158. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 17437 199. 2011. 603640

Lally, P., van Jaarsveld, C. H. M., Potts, H. W. W., & Wardle, J. (2010). How are habits formed: Modelling habit formation in the 
real world. European Journal of Social Psycholog y, 40(6), 998–1009. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ejsp. 674

Latimer, A. E., Ginis, K. A. M., & Arbour, K. P. (2006). The efficacy of an implementation intention intervention for promoting 
physical activity among individuals with spinal cord injury: A randomized controlled trial. Rehabilitation Psycholog y, 51(4), 
273–280. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ 0090-  5550. 51.4. 273

Luszczynska, A., Scholz, U., & Sutton, S. (2007). Planning to change diet: A controlled trial of an implementation intentions 
training intervention to reduce saturated fat intake among patients after myocardial infarction. Journal of Psychosomatic 
Research, 63(5), 491–497. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jpsyc hores. 2007. 06. 014

Ma, H., Wang, A., Pei, R., & Piao, M. (2023). Effects of habit formation interventions on physical activity habit strength: Meta- 
analysis and meta- regression. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity, 20(1), 1–12. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1186/ S1296 6-  023-  01493 -  3/ TABLES/ 2

Maltagliati, S., Sarrazin, P., Isoard- Gautheur, S., Pelletier, L., Rocchi, M., & Cheval, B. (2022). Action planning makes physical 
activity more automatic, only if it is autonomously regulated: A moderated mediation analysis. SportRxiv. https:// doi. org/ 10. 51224/  
SRXIV. 152

Moran, A. P. (2004). Sport and exercise psycholog y: A critical introduction. Routledge.
NHS Digital. (2023). Health survey for England, 2021, part 2. Health Survey of England.
Nicholls, A. R., Polman, R. C., & Holt, N. L. (2005). The effects of an individualized imagery interventions on flow states and 

golf performance. Athletic Insight, 7(1), 43–66.
Phillips, L. A., & Gardner, B. (2016). Habitual exercise instigation (vs. execution) predicts healthy adults' exercise frequency. 

Health Psycholog y, 35(1), 69–77.
Polivy, J., & Peter Herman, C. (2002). If at first you don't succeed: False hopes of self- change. American Psychologist, 57(9), 

677–689. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ 0003-  066X. 57.9. 677
Prestwich, A., & Kellar, I. (2014). How can the impact of implementation intentions as a behaviour change intervention be 

improved? Revue Europeenne de Psychologie Appliquee, 64(1), 35–41. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. erap. 2010. 03. 003
Prestwich, A., Lawton, R., & Conner, M. (2003). The use of implementation intentions and the decision balance sheet in pro-

moting exercise behaviour. Psycholog y and Health, 18(6), 707–721. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 08870 44031 00015 94493 
Prestwich, A., Perugini, M., & Hurling, R. (2009). Can the effects of implementation intentions on exercise be enhanced using 

text messages? Psycholog y and Health, 24(6), 677–687. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 08870 44080 2040715
Prestwich, A., Perugini, M., & Hurling, R. (2010). Can implementation intentions and text messages promote brisk walking? A 

randomized trial. Health Psycholog y, 29(1), 40–49. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ a0016993
Rebar, A. L., Dimmock, J. A., Jackson, B., Rhodes, R. E., Kates, A., Starling, J., & Vandelanotte, C. (2016). A systematic review 

of the effects of non- conscious regulatory processes in physical activity. Heath Psycholog y Review, 10(4), 395–407. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 17437 199. 2016. 1183505

 20448287, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://bpspsychub.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bjhp.12795 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [04/04/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.12691/jpar-7-2-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10865-015-9640-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-017-9881-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-017-9881-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.AMEPRE.2010.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870441003703218
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870441003703218
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-009-9055-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.PSYCHSPORT.2019.101570
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.PSYCHSPORT.2019.101570
https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2011.603640
https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2011.603640
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.674
https://doi.org/10.1037/0090-5550.51.4.273
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2007.06.014
https://doi.org/10.1186/S12966-023-01493-3/TABLES/2
https://doi.org/10.1186/S12966-023-01493-3/TABLES/2
https://doi.org/10.51224/SRXIV.152
https://doi.org/10.51224/SRXIV.152
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.57.9.677
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erap.2010.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870440310001594493
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870440802040715
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0016993
https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2016.1183505
https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2016.1183505


18 of  19 |   DIVINE and ASTILL

Renfree, I., Stawarz, K., Harrison, D., Cox, A., & Marshall, P. (2016). Don't Kick the Habit: The Role of Dependency in Habit 
Formation Apps. In Proceedings of the 2016 CHI Conference Extended Abstracts on Human Factors in Computing 
Systems-CHI EA’ 16 (pp. 2932–2939. Available at). http:// dl. acm. org/ citat ion. cfm? doid= 28515 81. 2892495

Renner, F., Murphy, F. C., Ji, J. L., Manly, T., & Holmes, E. A. (2019). Mental imagery as a “motivational amplifier” to promote 
activities. Behaviour Research and Therapy, 114, 51–59. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. brat. 2019. 02. 002

Rhodes, R. E. (2017). The evolving understanding of physical activity behavior: A multi- process action control approach. 
Advances in Motivation Science, 4, 171–205. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ BS. ADMS. 2016. 11. 001

Rhodes, R. E., Blanchard, C. M., Benoit, C., Levy- Milne, R., Naylor, P. J., Symons Downs, D., & Warburton, D. E. (2014). 
Physical activity and sedentary behavior across 12 months in cohort samples of couples without children, expecting their 
first child, and expecting their second child. Journal of Behavioral Medicine, 37, 533–542.

Rhodes, R. E., Cox, A., & Sayar, R. (2021). What predicts the physical activity intention- behavior gap? A systematic review. 
Annals of Behavioual Medicine, 56(1), 1–20. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ abm/ kaab044

Rhodes, R. E., & De Bruijn, G. J. (2013). What predicts intention- behavior discordance? A review of the action control frame-
work. Exercise and Sport Sciences Reviews, 41(4), 201–207. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ JES. 0b013 e3182 a4e6ed

Rhodes, R. E., & Dickau, L. (2012). Experimental evidence for the intention- behavior relationship in the physical activity do-
main: A meta- analysis. Health Psycholog y, 31(6), 724–727. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ a0027290

Rhodes, R. E., Grant, S., & de Bruijn, G.- J. (2020). Planning and implementation intention interventions. In M. S. Hagger, L. 
D. Cameron, K. Hamilton, N. Hankonen, & T. Lintunen (Eds.), The handbook of behavior change (pp. 572–585). Cambridge 
University Press.

Rhodes, R. E., & Rebar, A. L. (2018). Physical activity habit: Complexities and controversies. In B. Verplanken (Ed.), The psy-
cholog y of habit. Springer.

Roberts, R., Callow, N., Hardy, L., Markland, D., & Bringer, J. (2008). Movement imagery ability: Development and assess-
ment of a revised version of the vividness of movement imagery questionnaire. Journal of Sport & Exercise Psycholog y, 30(2), 
200–221. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1123/ JSEP. 30.2. 200

Rodgers, W. M., Munroe, K. J., & Hall, C. R. (2001). Relations among exercise imagery, self- efficacy, exercise behavior, and 
intentions. Imagination, Cognition and Personality, 21(1), 55–65. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2190/ UV5C-  0HK0-  7NYP-  235K

Rodrigues, R. C. M., João, T. M. S., Gallani, M. C. B. J., Cornélio, M. E., & Alexandre, N. M. C. (2013). The “moving heart pro-
gram”: An intervention to improve physical activity among patients with coronary heart disease. Revista Latino- Americana 
de Enfermagem, 21(spe), 180–189. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ s0104 -  11692 01300 0700023

Schwarzer, R., Warner, L., Fleig, L., Gholami, M., Salvatore, S., Cianferotti, L., Ntzani, E., Roman- Viñas, B., Trichopoulou, 
A., & Brandi, M. L. (2018). Psychological mechanisms in a digital intervention to improve physical activity: A mul-
ticentre randomized controlled trial. British Journal of Health Psycholog y, 23(2), 296–310. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ bjhp. 
12288 

Sheeran, P., Listrom, O., & Gollwitzer, P. M. (2024). The when and how of planning: Meta- analysis of the scope and compo-
nents of implementation intentions in 642 tests. European Review of Social Psycholog y, 1–33. Advance online publication. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 10463 283. 2024. 2334563

Sheeran, P., Milne, S., Webb, T. L., & Gollwitzer, P. M. (2005). Implementation intentions and health behaviours (pp. 232–276). 
Predicting Health Behaviour: Research and Practice with Social Cognition Model. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 01461 67207 
311201

Silva, M. A. V. D., Sao- Joao, T. M., Brizon, V. C., Franco, D. H., & Mialhe, F. L. (2018). Impact of implementation intentions on 
physical activity practice in adults: A systematic review and meta- analysis of randomized clinical trials. PLoS One, 13(11), 
e0206294. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. pone. 0206294

Stojanovic, M., Fries, S., & Grund, A. (2021). Self- efficacy in habit building: How general and habit- specific self- efficacy influ-
ence behavioral automatization and motivational interference. Frontiers in Psycholog y, 12, 643753. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ 
fpsyg. 2021. 643753

Tobias, R. (2009). Changing behavior by memory aids: A social psychological model of prospective memory and habit develop-
ment tested with dynamic field data. Psychological Review, 116(2), 408–438. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ a0015512

van Bree, R. J. H., Mudde, A. N., Bolman, C., van Stralen, M. M., Peels, D. A., de Vries, H., & Lechner, L. (2016). Are action 
planning and physical activity mediators of the intention- habit relationship? Psycholog y of Sport and Exercise, 27, 243–251. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/J. PSYCH SPORT. 2016. 09. 004

Walker, I., Thomas, G. O., & Verplanken, B. (2015). Old habits die hard: Travel habit formation and decay during an office 
relocation. Environment and Behavior, 47(10), 1089–1106. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 00139 16514 549619

Watts, E. L., Saint- Maurice, P. F., Doherty, A., Fensom, G. K., Freeman, J. R., Gorzelitz, J. S., Jin, D., McClain, K. M., Papier, K., 
Patel, S., Shiroma, E. J., Moore, S. C., & Matthews, C. E. (2023). Association of Accelerometer- Measured Physical Activity 
Level with Risks of hospitalization for 25 common health conditions in UK adults. JAMA Network Open, 6(2), E2256186. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1001/ JAMAN ETWOR KOPEN. 2022. 56186 

Webb, T. L., & Sheeran, P. (2004). Identifying good opportunities to act: Implementation intentions and cue discrimination. 
European Journal of Social Psycholog y, 34(4), 407–419. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ejsp. 205

Webb, T. L., & Sheeran, P. (2006). Does changing behavioral intentions engender behavior change? A meta- analysis of the ex-
perimental evidence. Psychological Bulletin, 132(2), 249–268. http:// psycn et. apa. org/ journ als/ bul/ 132/2/ 249/ 

 20448287, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://bpspsychub.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bjhp.12795 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [04/04/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?doid=2851581.2892495
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2019.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/BS.ADMS.2016.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1093/abm/kaab044
https://doi.org/10.1097/JES.0b013e3182a4e6ed
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0027290
https://doi.org/10.1123/JSEP.30.2.200
https://doi.org/10.2190/UV5C-0HK0-7NYP-235K
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0104-11692013000700023
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12288
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12288
https://doi.org/10.1080/10463283.2024.2334563
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167207311201
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167207311201
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0206294
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.643753
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.643753
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015512
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.PSYCHSPORT.2016.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916514549619
https://doi.org/10.1001/JAMANETWORKOPEN.2022.56186
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.205
http://psycnet.apa.org/journals/bul/132/2/249/


    | 19 of  19PHYSICAL ACTIVITY HABIT STRENGTH

Weibull, F., Cumming, J., Cooley, S. J., Williams, S. E., & Burns, V. E. (2015). Walk this way: A brief exercise imagery interven-
tion increases barrier self- efficacy in women. Current Psycholog y, 34, 477–490.

Weyland, S., Finne, E., Krell- Roesch, J., & Jekauc, D. (2020). (How) does affect influence the formation of habits in exercise? 
Frontiers in Psycholog y, 11, 578108. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ FPSYG. 2020. 578108/ BIBTEX

Wieber, F., Odenthal, G., & Gollwitzer, P. (2010). Self- efficacy feelings moderate implementation intention effects. Self and 
Identity, 9(2), 177–194.

Wieber, F., Thürmer, L. J., & Gollwitzer, P. M. (2015). Promoting the translation of intentions into action by implementation 
intentions: Behavioral effects and physiological correlates. Frontiers in Human Neuroscience, 9, 140516. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3389/ FNHUM. 2015. 00395 

SUPPORTI NG I NFOR M ATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the Supporting Information section at the 
end of this article.

How to cite this article: Divine, A., & Astill, S. (2025). Reinforcing implementation intentions 
with imagery increases physical activity habit strength and behaviour. British Journal of Health 
Psycholog y, 30, e12795. https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12795

 20448287, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://bpspsychub.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bjhp.12795 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [04/04/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.3389/FPSYG.2020.578108/BIBTEX
https://doi.org/10.3389/FNHUM.2015.00395
https://doi.org/10.3389/FNHUM.2015.00395
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12795

	Reinforcing implementation intentions with imagery increases physical activity habit strength and behaviour
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	METHODS
	Participants
	Procedure
	Conditions
	Measures
	Demographics
	Physical activity
	Habit strength
	Imagery ability

	Intervention manipulation and fidelity checks
	Adherence
	Consistency of behaviour
	Implementation intention fidelity


	STATISTICAL ANALYSIS
	Intervention manipulations and fidelity checks
	Effects of condition on habit strength and physical activity

	RESULTS
	Participant characteristics
	Intervention manipulations and fidelity checks
	Imagery ability
	Implementation intention fidelity
	Consistency

	Effects of condition on habit strength
	Effects of condition on physical activity

	DISCUSSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
	ORCID
	REFERENCES


